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good, i.e. an infinite Being. But the infinite in every type of perfec-
tion precludes the existence of anything else whatsoever it be, e.g. of
every variety of entity and good, nay even every sort of non-entity
and evil; whereas there are in existence many entities, many good
things, as well as many non-entities and many evil things. We con-
sider that you should give a solution of this objection, lest the impious
should still have some case left them.

Fourthly, you deny that God lies or deceives; whereas some
schoolmen may be found who affirm this. Thus Gabriel1, Ariminensis2,
and others think that in the absolute sense of the expression God does
utter falsehoods, i.e. ivhat is the opposite of His intention and con-
trary to that which He has decreed; as when He unconditionally
announced to the people of Nineveh through t/ie Prophet, Yet forty
days and Nineveh shall be destroyed; and when in many other
cases He declared things that by no means came to pass, because His
words were not meant to correspond with His intention or His decree.
But, if God could harden the heart of Pharaoh and blind his eyes, if
He communicated to His Prophets a spirit of lying, wJience do you
conclude that we cannot be deceived by Him? May not God so
deal with men as a physician treats his patients, or as a father his
children, dissimulation being employed in both cases, and that wisely
and with profit ? For if God shoived to us His truth undimmed,
what eyes, what mental vision could endure it?

Yet it is true that it is not necessary for God to contrive deception
in order for you to be deceived in the things which you think you
clearly and distinctly perceive, if the cause of the illusion may reside
in you yourself, provided only that you are unaware of the fact.
What if your nature be such as to be continually, or at least very
frequently, deceived? But what evidence is there that you are not
deceived and cannot be deceived in those matters whereof you have
clear and distinct knowledge ? How often have we not experienced
the fact that a man has been deceived in tJiose matters of which he
believed that he alone had clear knowledge ? Hence we think that
this principle of clear and distinct knowledge sJiould be explained so
clearly and distinctly that no one of sound mind may ever be deceived
in matters that he believes himself to knoiv clearly and distinctly;
apart from this condition we cannot yet make out that there is a
possibility of certitude in any degree attaching to your thinking or to
the thoughts of the human race.

1  Gabriel Biel, 15th century, ' the last of the Scholastics.'

2  Gregory of Eimini, 14th century.